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. Art Unit: 1712 

Claims 1-5, 10, 15, 16, 19 and 20 are rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-15 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,329,492 (the patent of parent application no. 09/31 9,487). 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because the claims of the application are identical to those of the patent 
except for the limitation that "when m represents 0, Ar^ groups are present in the 
1 and 3 positions of the cyclopentane ring (independent claims 1 , 3 and 5)." 
Independent claims 1, 3 and 5 of the application set forth general formula (I) wherein m 
is a positive number which is encompassed by independent claims 1 , 3, 5, 6 and 1 0 of 
the patent. 

Claims 6 and 23-28 require the arylcyclopentyl repeating unit of general formula 
(I) quantified by "m" to be zero which is a distinct invention from general formula (I) of 
the claims of U.S. Patent No. 6,329,492 wherein "m" is confined to a positive number. 
The closest prior art embodied in the Indian Journal of Technology article by 
Hassan et al. shows a 4,4'cyclopentylidene bisphenol diglycidyl ether which is 
precluded by the claimed requirement that the Ar^ groups be present in the 1 and 3 
positions of the cyclopentane ring. 
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Art Unit: 1712 

Claim 6 differs from independent claims 23 and 26 in that the arylcyclopentylaryl 
polyepoxide is depicted by general formula (II) wherein the arylcyclopentyl repeating 
unit quantified by "m" in general formula (I) of claims 23 and 26 is not present. The 
group of Ar^ in general formula (II) of claim 6 includes a hydroxyl group which is not 
defined in claims 23 and 26. 

Claim 23 is directed to the compound of a cooligomer represented by general 
formula (I). Claim 26 is drawn to "[a]n epoxy resin molding matehal for encapsulating 
electronic devices" comprising a compound of general formula (I). 
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